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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Talbert et al. (US 2004/0078328) alone. 

Regarding claims 1, Talbert discloses a method comprising receiving at a 
financial account issuer (transaction system (26) establishes customer account, par. 36) 
an initial authorization request (par. 30) that includes transaction information which 
identifies a merchant (20), an account identifier corresponding to a financial account 
(customer account number, par. 36), and a transaction amount (see Table 3), identifying 
a pre-authohzation record associated with the account (criteria for rejecting/approving 
transaction, par. 46, 47, 68, see Table 5), determining that the transaction amount 
complies with the authorization criteria including a pre-authorized amount (maximum 
credit quantity, par. 35) in the pre-authorization record (Table 5, insufficient open to 
buy), wherein the pre-authorization record corresponds to a predetermined purchase 
transaction (transactions in purchase amount tiers, par. 66), transmitting an 
authorization message to the merchant ((e), par. 30), determining based on the 
transaction information if the transaction involves a partial shipment (split shipments. 
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par. 77), and updating the pre-authorization record if there are partial shipments 
(multiple shipments result in multiple settlement transactions, so pre-authorization 
record is updated with each settlement, eg., account balance updated). 

The method of Talbert differs from the claimed invention in that it does not 
explicitly show the pre-authorization record to be associated with an account identifier. 

However, the pre-authorization record could be associated with the account 
using a variety of quantities, such as customer name, authorization key, shipping 
address, etc. The particular quantity used to associate the record with the account 
would be a matter of design choice. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the method of Talbert so that the pre-authorization record is 
associated with an account identifier to enable quick, efficient processing of 
transactions. 

Regarding claims 2-4, a variety of calculations could be performed with the 
transaction data and the particular calculations would be a matter of design choice. 
Regarding claims 5-7, the analyzing includes identifying a client (customer) and 
shipment rules (ship to, see Tables 1 and 2) and comparing the transaction amount to 
threshold amounts (see Fig. 7). Any additional shipment rules (partial shipments, 
delicate items, etc.) would be matters of design choice. Regarding claims 8-13, the 
steps recited in these claims (establishing a new pre-authorization message, comparing 
information, etc.) are repetition of previously recited limitations and to include these 
steps would be a matter of design choice. Regarding claims 14-19, the transaction 
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information includes date and time information (date stamp, time stamp. Table 2). 
Applying date/time stamps to various stages of the transaction process would be a 
matter of design choice. Regarding claims 20 and 21, as applied to claim 1 above, 
Talbert also discloses the invention as an apparatus and computer readable medium. 
Regarding claim 22, the particular reason for updating records would be a matter of 
design choice since it has not been shown to solve any stated problem or serve any 
particular purpose. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed September 26, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art reference does not disclose 
all the recited features of the claimed invention, in particular, those newly recited 
features added to the independent claims. Applicant also argues that many recited 
features identified by the examiner as matters of design choice are not so. 

The examiner disagrees and stands by the rejection. The new features added to 
the claims by amendment have been addressed in the rejection above. Regarding the 
matter of design choice, applicant is invited to provide evidence for each feature which 
describes its novelty, the particular problem being solved, its criticality to the invention, 
and so on. 
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Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER R. BUCHANAN whose telephone 
number is (571 )272-8134. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 9:00am 
- 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/C. R. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3627 
/F. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



